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landedme in theICU.
Gov.GaryHerbert and the

Legislature have made some
tepid overtures to clean up
our air but, year in and year
out, they just nibble at the
edges. And looming in the fu-
ture will be the biggest pol-
lution mistake in our histo-
ry, a dirty energy inland port,
which they seem determined
to force-feedus.

Going forward I have a
choice of what doctors I will
see, what procedures I will
subject myself to and what
medicine I will now take to
try and protect my arter-
ies. Perhaps a bigger choice
I must make is whether I
can still live on the Wasatch
Front, given that our air pol-
lutionwill continuetoputme
at risk, acutely and chronical-
ly, formoreepisodesofwhat I

justexperiencedorworse.
I now join many others in

facingatoughdecisiontoleave
thebeautyandheritageof the
Wasatch Front. Most of my
familyandlifetimefriendsare
still here and for me this will
alwaysbehome.

ButwhenI lookat thescan
of my arteries, anticipating
the next winter inversion
haunts me like never before.
Deciding whether to stay on
the Wasatch Front shouldn’t
mean having to choose be-
tween social life, family life
and life itself.

BrianMoench, M.D., is pres-
ident of Utah Physicians for a
Healthy Environment. He is
the author of the new non-fic-
tion book, “Death by Corpo-
ration: Killing Mankind in the
Age of Monster Corporations,”
and of the health chapter in the
soon to be published book, “Air
Pollution in Utah: Issues and
Solutions.”
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threat of more people from
south of the border, or from
the Islamic world, an “inva-
sion.” An “infestation.” They
warn that, without quick and
resoluteaction,wearegoingto
be“replaced.”

A violent refusal to be “re-
placed”wasthestatedmotiva-
tionbehindthedeadlymarch
ofNazis inCharlottesvilleand
theattacksontheJewishtem-
ple inPittsburgh, theMuslim
mosques inNewZealandand
theWalmart inElPaso.

To which the only rational
reaction is, Bloody hell, mate.
Of course you are going to be
replaced.Weall are.And, like
all those thousands of gener-
ations that came before you,
youdon’treallyhavemuchsay
inwhowill be replacingyou.

Oh, we have things we
would like to live on after us.

Not just ourbiological descen-
dants who, of course, are in-
creasingly likely to intermar-
rywithotherethnicgroups, to
switch or abandon religious
traditions, or just to wander
off, as white folks did in set-
tling North America, South
AmericaandNewZealand.

We are right to also hope
thatourprinciplesof freedom,
equality,opportunity,growing
knowledgeandunderstanding
will goon into the future.But
that will only happen if we
convinceeachnewgeneration,
of folksallovertheworld, that
thoseprincipleswork.

Ifwetryandkeepallofthat
to ourselves, our way of life
will be replaced. And it will
haverichlydeserved it.

GeorgePyle, editorialpageed-
itorofTheSaltLakeTribune, is
resigned to the likelihood that
he will soon be replaced by a ro-
bot thatcanreadilyquoteAbra-
ham Lincoln and The Beatles.
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Does southern Utah need
the Lake Powell Pipeline?

The Lake Powell Pipeline
(LPP) proposal arose from a
belief that Utah has an unused
share of the Colorado River
and a fear of water shortages
stifling Washington County’s
rapid population growth. Al-
though many leaders across
the state say southern Utah
needs the LPP, this statement
isnotbasedon facts.Decisions
about the LPP should be driv-
en by a strategic plan, based
on verified facts rather than
beliefs and fears, answering
the following questions in se-
quence:

• Can the Colorado Riv-
er support the LPP? Answer-
ing “yes” assumes Utah is ei-
ther entitled to more Colorado
River water or that Utahns
with senior water rights will
share their water. These as-
sumptions are unsupported
by facts about river flows and
Utah’s use. Utah may already
beusingmore than its shareof
the river. The river cannot sup-
port even its current uses. We
had better not need water that
doesn’t exist.

• The next question: Is the
LPP affordable? The basis for
the estimated $1.5 billion cost
is undisclosed and may be sig-
nificantly under-estimated.
The state will determine its
financing ability, but not af-
fordability. LPP users would

eventually pay for it through
increased property taxes, con-
nection fees and/or usage fees.
There is no plan to under-
stand the impact of these in-
creases. Payment should be
based primarily on usage fees,
to encourage wise use. Utah is
financially challenged to main-
tain even existing water in-
frastructure. We’d better not
need water that isn’t afford-
able.

• If the prior questions
are answered “yes”, then we
can ask: Is the LPP needed?
Washington County’s project-
ed 2065 population is 510,000
(triple the current population).
If that really happens, the cur-
rent non-agricultural water
use of 300 gallons per per-
son per day must drop to 180
for the local supply to support
it. Studies indicate that com-
parable vibrant, growing, at-
tractive Southwest commu-
nities use that amount now.
With modest investments in

high-yield, low-cost conser-
vation and the trend to small-
er yards and efficient homes,
Washington County should
easily get there by 2065. An
honest evaluation of con-
servation costs and yields,
and comparisons with oth-
er communities, is required.
We should be good stewards
of the water we have before
wanting more.

• Finally, assuming we get
to this question, when could it
make sense to build the LPP?
Answer: as late as possible.
Construction costs may in-
crease with time, but the larg-
est cost of building the LPP,
by far, is interest on the loan.
Waiting would allow the larg-
er population to pay the debt
quicker, incurring less inter-
est (and operations/mainte-
nance) costs. Conservation
would prove itself, and an-
swers to the prior questions
will be clearer.

Responsible leaders would
implement strategic planning
for our water: engaging stake-
holders in transparent pro-
cesses, defining goals and the
strategies to achieve them,
finding unbiased answers to
drive decision-making. Many
of our leaders don’t seem to
support this approach. In-
stead, they claim that without
the LPP, family members will

be forced to move away, the
landscape will be barren, and
the economy will fail. They
claim that the Colorado Riv-
er is one of the safest water
sources, that water is already
being used wisely, and that
more conservation would cost
too much. These claims meet
the definition of propaganda:
“information that is not objec-
tive, used primarily to influ-
ence an audience, presenting
facts selectively, using loaded
language to produce an emo-
tional rather than a rational
response.” This is not leader-
ship.

Our water is a complex, ex-
pensive resource to manage,
with severe consequences for
mis-management. Let’s collec-
tively engage in honest, trans-
parent strategic planning for
ourwater, basingourdecisions
on verified facts and data, rath-
er than rushing into irrespon-
sible risks. Responsible leader-
ship would take this path.

TomButine is an aerospace en-
gineer/scientist with experience
in technical program manage-
ment, and the board president
of Conserve Southwest Utah,
a group of 2,000 Washing-
ton County citizens concerned
about water and conservation of
our natural resources. Contact:
board@conserveswu.org.
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Lake Powell
Pipeline will
build a better
community

As a sixth generation and
lifelong Utahn, father, grand-
father and businessman, I
support the development of
theLakePowellPipeline.

Utah is filled with distinct
and desirable communities,
and Washington County is
no exception. The culture is
educated, caring, industrious
and hardworking. Low taxes,
top-tier infrastructureandef-
fective local and state govern-
mentsmakeitanoutstanding
place to live and do business.
Thequalityof life for families
and individuals of all ages
can’t be beat and because of
this there are people moving
to this area from all parts of
the country.

Nearly 100 years ago, my
grandfather established our
construction business, now
known as Clyde Companies,
on hard work and ethical
principles. I am privileged to
serve as CEO of this organi-
zation, which now has more
than 3,500 employees in the
intermountainwest,ofwhich
most are inUtah.

My grandfather’s val-
ues and ethics still serve as
the guiding principles of our
companies as we work to
achieveourcorporatemission,

“Building a Better Communi-
ty.”Throughout theyearsour
company has built roads and
supplied construction mate-
rials tomostareasof thestate
includingWashingtonCounty.

As the former mayor of
Springville, I know the chal-
lenges that a growing region
will face. There are ways to
ensure that growth is for the
bettermentof thecommunity.

I’ve been part of such growth
— where the community’s his-
tory is preserved, where qual-
ity of life is improved and re-
sourcesareensuredforfuture
generations.

In both my profession-
al and personal life, I have
strived to continually imple-
ment this mission of “build-
ing a better community.” I
believe thatbydeveloping the
Lake Powell Pipeline, Wash-
ington County can continue
to grow and provide a place
for people to raise their fam-
ilies and provide opportuni-
ties to for their children to
live and work in this beauti-
ful area of our state.

Thepipelinewillsecurethe
future of Washington Coun-
ty and help to build a bet-
ter Utah. It is for these prin-
cipled reasons that I support
the prompt development of
theLakePowellPipeline.

WilfordW. Clyde is the CEO
of Clyde Companies Inc., Orem.
He has been chairman of the
Utah Manufacturers Associa-
tion, president of the Utah As-
sociated General Contractors
and chairman of the Salt Lake
Chamber. He is a member of
the Utah Board of Regents.

WILFORD W.
CLYDE

Endangered Species Act reforms improve
incentives for landowners to recover species

This week, the depart-
ments of the Interior and
Commerce issued signifi-
cant reforms to their im-
plementation of the Endan-
gered Species Act. Although
any change concerning this
popular law generates un-
derstandable concern, many
of these changes will benefit
on-the-ground conservation
by reducing conflict between
regulators, property owners,
and conservationists in favor
of greater cooperation.

The Endangered Species
Act has an impressive record
of preventing extinction; 99%
of protected species are still
with us. But, disappointing-
ly, the law has failed to also
spur species recovery. Less
than 3% of listed species have
achieved that goal.

The reason for the law’s
mixed results is clear: It
makes rare species a signifi-
cant liability for landowners,
rather than an asset. Con-
sequently, landowners may
preemptively destroy habi-
tat to deter endangered spe-
cies from moving in. They
may also refuse to restore
habitat on their proper-
ty because of the regulato-
ry burdens that would follow.
Studies show that both have
occurred. Since the greatest
threat to most species is the
lack of suitable habitat, these
anti-conservation incentives
are a significant obstacle to
recovery.

Fortunately, some of the re-
forms will better align land-
owners’ incentives with the
interests of rare species. For
instance, they reverse a 2016
change that encouraged the
designation of uninhabitable
land as “critical habitat” — a
practice that generated much
conflict but little conservation.

One of those conflicts led
to the Supreme Court’s unan-
imous Weyerhaeuser decision
last year. In that case, 1,500
acres were designated as hab-
itat for the dusky gopher frog,
which did not and could not
live there. The designation
threatened up to $34 million
in costs for the landowners.

The species didn’t bene-
fit either. Instead, the desig-
nation bred ill-will that dis-
couraged landowners from
agreeing to habitat resto-
ration work. The new rules
will make such designations
less common, eliminating a
source of conflict in favor of

JONATHAN
WOOD

other, successful means of
encouraging habitat resto-
ration. For instance, the Na-
ture Conservancy is working
to restore habitat and recover
the frog on its property, with-
out threats or conflict.

The most significant aspect
of these reforms is to fine-
tune regulations to the needs
of individual species, an ap-
proach adopted in response
to rulemaking petitions filed
by Pacific Legal Foundation.
Prior to this change, the same
burdensome regulations were
imposed on landowners re-
gardless of whether a species
was critically endangered or
faced only remote risks.

Road to Recovery, a re-
port released last year by the
Property and Environment
Research Center, explains
that this practice blunted in-
centives for landowners to

recover species. Landowners
had nothing to gain from re-
covering endangered species,
since the same burdens would
continue to apply even if the
species’ prospects improved.
Similarly, once a species was
listed, landowners had little
to lose if the species contin-
ued to decline. All the regu-
latory burdens that could be
imposed already had been.

Under the new rules, the
most burdensome regula-
tions will be reserved for the
species that really need them,
while protections will be tai-
lored to the needs of less vul-
nerable species. By maintain-
ing the strictest protections
for endangered species, the
reform will preserve the law’s
success at preventing extinc-
tion. At the same time, this
change will encourage land-
owners to recover species by
rewarding them with regula-
tory relief as a species’ status
improves.

In addition to this carrot,
the reform also provides a
stick. If states, landownersand
conservationists don’t resolve
threats to a species, its contin-
ued decline may result in pro-
gressively more burdensome
regulations being imposed.
Through these mechanisms,

the reform aligns the incen-
tives of landowners with the
interests of species—precise-
ly what is needed to promote
recovery efforts.

The greatest prospect for
improvement, however, is
in the flexibility this reform
gives states, landowners, and
conservationists to develop
innovative ways to recover
species. Previously, the auto-
matic imposition of the most
burdensome regulations sty-
mied such collaboration, by
discouraging landowners
from cooperating or even ad-
mitting species’ presence on
their land. Without this auto-
matic imposition, there will
be greater opportunities to
experiment with new, better
ways to encourage species re-
covery efforts.

Far from “rolling back” or
“weakening” the Endangered
Species Act, several of the
regulatory reforms strength-
en the act by recognizing the
critical role incentives and
private landowners play in
recovering species.

Jonathan Wood is a senior
attorney with Pacific Legal
Foundation and research fel-
low with the Property and En-
vironment Research Center.
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